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From the Tampa Tribune, March 4.

Editor Tribune: So much has been
said in the State press about the difti
culty and scandal at Stetson Univer
sity, and there is such an evident trend
in a portion of the press to favor one
side of the controversy, that I ask room
for a summary—brief as may be—of

the circumstances attending the affair
from the beginning. | have had per
sonal interest and reason to induce me
to give the matter a thorough investi-
gation from an entirely unbiased stand-
point. I would like to make my con-
clusions public through your columns.

The main point at 1ssue 1s whether
DKV.Forbes, president of the mstitu-
tion, has been guilty of criminal mis-
conduct with one of the temale teach-
ers. This has been charged upon hun,
1i true, he should have been removed
from his place. If untrue, the pro
ceedings of the trustees who removed
Mr, Stetson from the presidency of
their board and confirmed Dr. Forbes
ui the presidency and administration of
the institution are fully justified,

I will first consider the question ot
the guilt or innocence of Dr. Forbes.

000
2000000

represented himsell as acting tor Mr.

Stetson, exhibited to me a mass ot

affidavits which he had secured against

Dr. Forbes and the lady i question,

and which, I believe, comprise all le

has been able to obtain up tu this date.

In it all there was not a shred ol

what any court would call evidence,

1 gave it careful consideration. There

was absolutely nothing in it but hear-

say and rumor, the idlest chaff of idle
gossip. The foundation of it was the
surmise of a man whom Dr. Forbes
. had detected in stealing systematically
from the university, and whom he had
discharged from his connection with
,it. A man who was aiterwards dis-
missed in disgrace from the Methodist
ministry for theft, lying, profune and
obscene language and wife beating,
His testimony evidently rank perjury,
based upon a desire for revenge—equal-
ly evidently prepared with much skill
to steer clear of any assertion of fuct
which could be rebutted to prove its
falsity—was not of the slightest force
in showing a state of facts as alleged.

This testimony was unsupported by
a solitary assertion of fact in the ac
companying affidavits, numerous
they were.

The matter has been the subject of
three official investigations. The tirst
was by a committee, composed of Mr.
Stetson, Rev. Wm. H. Stewart and
Rev.-Dr. George B. Foster of Chicago,
the latter being a special representa-
tive of the University of Chicago, with
which Stetson University is closely
affiliated. This committee, of which
Mr. Stetson was a mémber, unresery
edly exonerated and acquitted Dr.
Forbes, The second examination was

" made by a large committee, which ar.
rived at the same conclusion, The
third was made by the entire board oi
trustees—twenty-one gentlemen of the
highest standing——and the board was
unanimous in the same finding. [t is
a well known principle of law that a
man shall not be twice placed in jeop-
ardy for the same offence. Yet Dr.
Forbes was three times brought to
trial for the same alleged misconduct,
Each time he was honorably acquitted
with the supplementary verdict that
there had never been shown against
him a circumstance which justified the
slightest sUspicion,

It would ordinarily be supposed that
this would be sufficient to settle the
matter forever—but it seems uot to
have done so in this case. The nur-
suit of Dr. Forbes continued, and his
assailants appealed to the newspapers
and to public opinion. Unable to make
a case against him beifore the proper
tribunals, they undertook tou under-
maine public confidence in his fitness
to be the head of the institution—with
the evident purpose of weakening it to
such an extent that Tie would be com-
pelled to resign. “They would rather,
apparently, destroy the school than sce
him sucessfully administer it, - This
stage of the case jusfifies my interier-
ence by this letter.

A brief review of the circumstances
is now in order. Mr, Stetson was not
the founder of the school, but his ser-
vices and contributions largely made
pussible its present power and value.
= Dr. Forbes was eighteen years ago, its
president and administrator, before
Mr. Stetson came to DeLand at all
Under his direction and control the
school grew beyond the intentions of
Mr. Stetson and the hopes of its pres.
ident. As a vigorous and energetic
man, Dr. Forbes undertook to expand
the school to meet the demand for ed-
ucational facilities in Florida—to make
it in fact, as well as in name, a real
university. ‘This seems to have en-
countereﬁ the disapproval of Mr. Stet-
son, whereupon Dr. Forbes appealed
Now

/mes in an element which must be
{duded to witn the utmost delicacy,
nd with much hesitation. At the
Aime Dr, Forbes inaugurated some en-
/largements—notably  Science  Hall,

y costing $60,000—Mrs. Stetson appears
.on the scene and seems to have taken

as

.

the matter out of the hands of her
,husband. Mr. Stetson is claimed to
have been fearful that the requirements
‘of the school in a financial way would
‘outrun his means, or the means he
had provided for it in his mind and
i will. Dr. Forbes assured him thaj
such was not the case, but that it
would be self-sustaining on the en.
larged - basis. It seems that this as-
was well founded, as the
scho®! is paying its way, includng the
building of Science Hall, without draw-

cy—which it had not done previously.
. This fully vindicates both the juc}‘gment
-and the admnisitration of Dr. Forbes
and proves that he had a correct esti-
mate of the demand for higher educa-
tion in Florida. ‘
Notwithstanding he had twice signed
reports and findings entirely and hon-

ee————r

Stetson—Yr his ostensible representa-
tives——renjained implacable, and the
millionairg benefactor of the institu-
tion gave }it out that he had cut out
from his Mwill the legacy he had in-
tended fof the school. This brought
up to the @oard of Trustees the ques-
ton of cibice between the man who
had given Bof his surplus and the man
who had Biven his lifework—the man
who gave Enoney in sustenance and the
man who ghad given ability and talent
and judgn@ent and skill, and who had
conferred Fsuccess in practical opera-
tion . Theey wisely decided in favor ol
the mangd who had bestowed life in
preferencg to the man who had be-
stowed mponey only. The man who
gave money had been rewarded by
having tlke institution named in his
honor, he had been acclaimed a noble
philanthropist—he had got the worth
of his money. The other man must
fain be content with the sense of duty
performed ~and the affection of the
young men amd women whom he had
so greatly benefitted, and for him there
is no other reward.

It is impossible to explain or account
for Mr. Stetson's attitude and conduct
except upon grounds which T will not
express in words, lest he might be
blamed for things for which he is not
personally responsible.  He is to be
duly honored for what he has done,
and it would be vnbecoming and un-
arateful to detract in the ieast from
the credit due him. The people of
Florida appreciate it, and are grateful

but intelligent and fair-minded pub-
lic sentiment will approve the judg-
ment of the board of trustees, regret-
ful that the occasion arose for that
body to make a decision, .

This is a very brief and insufficient
resume of the incident, but it is true
that in no detail of the circumstances

which have necessarily been omit-
ted-—is there the shadow of anything
that would lead to other conclusion
than Dr. Forbes and the trustees who
sustain him are entirely in the right.

J. D. CALHOUN,

&
>

From the Times-Union, March 14,

We have carefully read every
line of the statement published
in the Supplement of March 4 by
the trustees of Stetson Univer-
sity: and it is painfully appar-
ent from this that the million-
aire, once so clear and capable,
has fallen into his dotage. At

one time he sent his wife down
to DeLand and demanded of the
trustees a transfer of the entire
properity of the university to

her! There 1is no evidence
against Forbes except that of
the wife-beater and thief whose
dismissal from the office of stew-
ard caused him to seek revenge
against the president, If the
trustees allow themselves to be
scared or badgered into a re-
moval of Forbes they will show
a more truckling subserviency
to a once great financier than
we believe any dozen manly Flor-
idians are capable of. It would
be an act of shere cowardice.

-9

People Credit Rumors Too Freely.
From the DeLand Record, January 31.

People, as a general rule, are too
prone to credit rumors of a scandal,
especially if such rumors affect the
standing and gouod name of one who is
prominent and stands high in the esti.
mation of the people of the commu-
nity or state in which the party at-
tacked resides. It is a deplorable con
dition of the mind of man or woman
which nurtures or even disseminates
rumors that affect the good name of a
nieighbor or a citizen of a community,
and more heartless it becomes to con
tinue to agitate, distort and credit ru-
mors that have been investigated and
proven false in every particular by an
eminent oCurt of Inquiry, as was done
in the case affecting the conduct of a
leading and prominent citizen of this
place, It does the town and its reople
a great injustice and brings neither
credit nor honor to the party or parties
which discredit the finding of such a
court. People should remember that
there are always two sides to a ques-
tiom, and a conservative, unprejudiced
and upright man will not give credit or
publicity to a matter affecting the
character and good standing of a
neighbor without just cause and in-
disputable facts to substantiate his de-
cision.

.
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Pursned System of Persecution.

From the Orlando Record, March 9.

The Stetson side of the university
imbroglio has had its innings in the
newspapers oi the state, but the defense
has hardly been heard, until now the
trustees of the university issue a full,
complete and convincing statemeng ‘of
their side of the question.

They show, beyond peradventure of
a doubt that Stetson has pursued a sys-
tematic course of persecution against
President Forbes in his endeavors to
have that gentleman removed from the
presidency: that his course has been
one of misrepresentation and decep-
tioni that there was no whitewashing
of President Forbes in the late report;

_Lhe Weekiyr a.. i
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g Two Letters and

3 An Affidavit
o

AFFIDAVIT OF CEORGE M. FORBES,

STATE OF NEW YORK,
COUNTY OF MONROE,
CITY OF ROCHESTER.

George M. Forbes, of Rochester, N,
Y., being duly sworn, deposes and says:
that in the latter part of June, 1902, he
received a letter from John B. Stet-
son, of Ashbourne, Pa., requesting
him to come to Ashbourne for a per-
sonal interview in the interest of his
brother, Dr, J. F. Forbes, of DelLand,
Fla.; that in response to the invitation
he went to Ashbourne and had an in-
terview with Mr, Stetson, Mrs. Stet-
son being present the greater part of
the time and taking part in the con-
versation; that the following state-
ments are based upon written memo-
randa made by him upon the same day
and immediately after the interview!

Deponent states that the very posi-
tive impression derived from the con-
versation of both Mr. and Mrs. Stet-
son was that the real issue they both
stated explicitly that they did not then,
and had not at any time, considered
him guilty of anything more than an
indiscretion. The real issue seemed to
be a personal grievance growing out
of the question of Dr. Forbes' resig-
nation, and of the motives which he
had ascribed to Mr. Stetson in ex-
plaining his action ‘in the matter., De-
ponent states that this impression was
very strongly confirmed by a docu-
ment partly read to him by Mrs. Stet-
son, They stated that it was a docu-
ment taken by Mrs, Stetson to De-
Land during the early vacation and in
the absence of Dr. Forbes, and out-
lining a plan of action for the Execu-
tive committee and the Board of Trus-
tees regarding Dr, Forbes, The plan
proposed involved an acceptance of
Dr. Forbes' resignation, but proposed
both on the part of the Executive com-
mittee and the Board of Trustees a
hearty endorsement of Dr. Forbes' ad-
ministration and a complete exonera-
tion from any misconduct. The im-
pression that the real issue with Mr.
Stetson was Dr. Forbes’ retirement
from the presidency and not his guilt,
and that his sole interest in the matter
was personal, and still more strongly
confirmed by the correspondence
which followed the interview. Depon-
ent had suggested in the interview that
the matter could best be settled by
dropping all agitation of it and by both
parties writing to the members of the
Board of Trustees and to the faculty
that their differences were satisfactori-
ly adjusted and that they were pre-
pared to co-operate for the good of the
university. After the interview, Mr.
Stetcon wrote to deponent that he put
in writing his suggestion, as Mr. Stet-
son would like to consider it carefully.
Deponent complied with this request,
and in order to make it absolutely cer-
tain that Dr. Forbes’ position in regard
to any settlement might not be misun-
derstood, deponent served notice upon
Mr. Stetson in writing that “no set-
tlement would be accepted by Dr.
Forbes that was not based upon the
conviction  of his absolute innocence
of any conduct unbecoming a man, a
Christian, or a gentleman.” In Mr.
Stetson's reply he commented upon
the plan of settlement suggested as
follows:  *“This is all very well for
vour brother, but where do I come
%" thus ignoring, completely, any
question of Dr. Forbes' guilt, and ob-
jecting to the proposed settlement
solely on the ground that it would not
satisfy his personal claims to recog-
nition,

Two other circumstances which oc-
curred during the interview seemed to
deponent to prove positively that Mr.
and Mrs, Stetson had not heen deal-
ing with Dr. Forbes in the spirit of
true friendship and good faith, and thus

confirmed his impression that the
slander interested them only as a
means to a further end.  Deponent

had insisted that the slander had its
inception with an employee, dis-
charged by Dr. Forbes, who was no-
torious as a thief and falsifier, as well
as in the jealous rivalries and disap-
nointments of certain women teachers
who thought they had a grievance
against Dr. Forbes, and that Mr. Stet-
son, knowing this, could and should
have exercised his authority to stop it
at its very inception, and that he could
still do so, if he would. Mr. Stetson
admitted in his reply that there was a
tine when he could have stopped it,
but stated that he thought it had now
gone too far,

Again, in reply .0 Mr. Stetson’s com-
plaint that Dr. Forbes had impugned
his motives, deponent statéd that Dr.
Forbes had received his intimations as
to Mr. Stetson’s real motives in the
matter chiefly from Mrs. Stetson her-
self, and then referred to a letter writ.
ten to Dr. Forbes by Mrs, Stetson in
which she referred to her husband as
possibly an obstruction to the work of
the -university and suggested the ad-
visability of his‘retirement. Mr. Stet-
son quickly replied: "“Yes, we have
that letter we know all about it. That
letter was written to draw Dr. Forbes
out,” thus clearly implying that the
letter was a trap deliberately worded
so as to elicit from Dr. Forbes some
expression of a desire for Mr. Stet-

on the contrary, they show that Stet-
son did not at any time desire an n-
vestigation and fought it as long as he ;
could; they show that in their investiga- |
tion of the charges, they went into the
matter thoroughly, taking all kinds of
evidence, suspicions, rumors and talk
of every kind, investigating fully every
hint of wrong doing, and yet finding
nothing on which to base a charge
against Dr. Forbes, a judgment that
Stetson himself is on record as having
fully endorsed.

The whole trouble seems to have
been caused by the interference of Mrs,
Stetson, the jealousy of Mr. Stetson
and the underhand, villainous work of
the creature whom Stetson employed
as an attorney.

The cases now in the Federal courts
will bring out the whole truth in the
matter, and there cfn be but little
doubt that Dr. Forbes will receive full

- - —

nub!y exculpating Dr, Forbes, Mr.l

¥

and fair vig

son’s retirement,

The interview made it perfectly clear
to deponent that Mr. Stetson consid-
ered his authority as absolute regard-
ing the university, and that Dr. Forbes’
chief offence was that he had pre-

sumed to question that authority and

withdraw his tentative resignation con-
trary to Mr. Stetson’s wish. This feel-
ing of absolute ownership of the insti-
tution was ilustrated by the remark,
that he did not know what he should
do with it. “He had thought he would
write to Booker T. Washington and
turn the whole thing over to him.”
Anot'fer statement of Mr. Stetson’s re-
lated 1to the interview between Mr.
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ty. Mk Stetson sfatea

that Dr, Forbes made a very suv.o
and impressive appeal, and that at its
close Dr. Foster said ‘‘that's a
thoroughly manly position,” and Mr.
Stetson himseli added, emphatically,
“that is right."”

GEORGE M. FORBES.

Sworn to before me, this 2nd day of
September, 1902,
GEO. A, OLIVER,
Notary Public.

LETTER FROM MRS. STETSON,

This is the letter referred to in the
! foregoing affidavit as having been
written to draw Dr. Forbes out.

Dear Dr, Forbes:

An impression comes to me often
with great force. It is this: Mr. Stet
son knows himself to be in a position
where he can help the University some,
but possibly not sufficiently for the de-
mands of a work which is growing so
fast, and 1 have been wondering if by
remaining on the Board he is not
thereby hindering the opportunity that
might otherwise come of support from
other sources. Perhaps I have inti-
mated as much to you before, and 1
now assume the personal responsibility
of writing to you to say that 1 would
like for you to think this matter over
and give me your honest, untramelgd
opinion of the matter, I think that if
he would resign, his place might be bet-
ter filled and the expansion of the work
be assured. \What he has given would
have all the more value by the work
becoming broader. I do not think he
has intentionally retarded the work;
but, knowing his limitations, he may
have appeared to you to do so, Tak-
ing this view of the matter, would it
not be better for him to resign? Then

the work could be reorganized—the
name of the institution couid be
changed if it would seem wise, and

might not the work rally to its support
more means under a name that could
command more influence, thereby ex-
panding the work and power of the
school?
I cannot refrain from writing thus
because the thought recurs to me
with ever-increasing force and is driv-
en home to me with conviction that
now may be the turning of the tide
whereby the whole future work of the
University may be determined, It seems
a shame that so much money should
have been placed there, and so much
labor as you have personally invested
during the last sixteen years, if by one
man's position a limitation should be
placed on its possibilities,
His resignation need not necessarly
remove his interest in the work nor
prevent his continued donations to it.
What do you think of it?

Very sincerely yours,

Elizabeth Stetson.

May 2d, 1902

DR. FORBES' REPLY TO MRS. STETSON.

This is the letter written by Dr.
Forbes in reply and which bas already
been published as reflecting in some
way upon the doctor,

DELAND, FLA., May 5, 1002,
My Dear Mis, Stetson:—

I received your letter of May 2d last night
und hasten toreply, Let me say at the outset
with all the emphasis I ¢an command, and
with all the sincerity of which I am capable,
that I cannot imagine a greater calamity to
the University and its work, present and fu-
ture, than Mr, Stetson's resignation frowm the
Board of Trustees. Such a thing i8 not to Le
thought of for a moment, as a matter of wis-
dom in the management of the University,
but far, far less would I think of it asa matter
of my own personal feelings and relation to
Mr. Stetson, and as & matter of inherent jus-
tice and right, Mr, Stetson started at the be-
ginning, so far as my work is concerned, nnd
we have worked side by side, and heart to
heart, all these years like brothers; he has had
a part and a most important part,in every in.-
portant detail of the work, as we have always

talked it over together, and his mature wis-
dom and sound judgment have gone into
every warpand woof of the whole structure
--this, of course, without mentioning the tact
that he, and he alone, has made the whole
work possible—mine and his—by his splendid,
senerum and constunt gifts of money, I have
epended and do depend on him for support
in every phase and departinent of the work.
and have always had it, in a sense thar I think
it would be hard to duplicate in the history of
education in this country.
A8 to the matter of development of the
work, in my judgment, our tusk now is not
{ extension but intensive culture of what we
bave. I felt an almost irresistible conviction
with respect to the wisdom of a start in the
Law Department and Mechanic Arts, and
hence my earnest effortsin that direction, but
now we huave the foundation, I believe as 1
said above, our task is to strengthen and per-
fect the orgnnizution and not to attewmpt any
! further expansion in some years at least,
do not believe there is & man in this country
who is better fitted than Mr. Stetson to guide
and advise in this work of strengthening,
consolidating and perfectlnf what we already
have. There is, I Dbelieve, no funda-
 mental difference whatcver between us on
that point, and there is no man on earth who
can take bis place with me—in my personal
affection and respect.
I do not see that any large sum of money
will be needed for some years, except we take
,up the matter of increased endo ent, but
that can wait very well, if we continue to be
prosperous next year as we have been this, as
we have no deficit this year, i

The outlook for students for next year fis
very fine indeed, and the only problem to
sulve will be to secure a little more room for
dormitory students,

Let me say in conclusion tbat nothing 1can
c.ncerve of could nlienate, my afieciion for
Mr. Stetson, I never loved my own tather
better than Ilove bim, and 1 want to, if 1
muy, wolk with him a0 long us we both shall
Hve, No, wo, 1o, by no menos, would I ad-
visg or allow 80 [sr us my power or influence
extended, any change whatever in Mr, Siet-
son's relutions to the University, except to
nake (L cioser,

With u heart fuil of gratitude to you for all
your kindness, present and past, 1 am, as
ever, Sincerely yours
F. Forsgs.

e

By the Editor of the Baptist Courier.

Dr. A. J. S. Thomas, editor of the
Baptist Courier, Greenville, S. C., says
editorially:

“It is a great pity that this opposition
to Dr. Forbes has arisen. We have
known him well for several years, and
we believe he is one of the best men
we have, and he has certainly proved
by his works that he is a great edu-
cator, and a man of superior executive
'and administrative ability. It -will be
calamity to the Baptists of Florida,
and to the cause of education, if he is
driven from his present position. We
begin to ask, what is a life of a quarter
of a century worth, lived in the opén,
before the public, in public work, in
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From the Florida Baptist Witness, March, 11

We notice withregret that a few of
our state exchanges have entirely
misrepresented the matter of the
controversy between the Board of
Trustees of the University and Mr.
Stetson. We are confident that those
who made these misrepresentations
did so simply from the fact that they
were misinformed about the facts of
|the case. In our long connection with
'the press of Florida we have found
'the men who occupy its tripods pre:
eminently fair and just, and we are
sure that their usual wisdom and un-
biased judgment will not be found
wanting in this matter which is so
important to the cause of education

within the state.

The impression appears to have
prevailed that no investigation bas
been made of the charges against
President Forbes. This, however, is
not the case. A full and complete in-
vestigation was made by the Board
of Trustees September 18, every mem-
ber of which was present in person or
by proxy. This investigation occu-
pied the greater part of two days,
and every jot and title of evidence
that could be raked and scraped was

presented.
THE RESULT WAS A UNANI-

MOUS ACQUITTAL.

This was the SECOND acquittal,
and had the sanction of every mem-
ber of the Board of Trustees. 'I'lre
first acquittal was by a special com-
mittee composed of Mr. Stetson, Rev.
W. H. Stewart and Prof. G, BB. Fuster,
of Chicago University.

At the last meeting of the Board of
Trustees, February 20, it was asked
if ther® was a single trustee who vot-
ed against the acquittal, let him then
and tkere say so or form hence hold
his peace. Silence followed the an
nouncement. There was no one who
made such a claim,

Again, no new evidence has either
been found against President I'orbes
nor has Mr. Stetson sought to offer
any.

;{gain. Mr. Stetson waa not expelled
from the Board of Trustees. The siw-
ple truth is that a chairman of the
board is elected every year. When
the vote was taken this year, Dr.
Chaudoin received the largest nuuw-
ber of votes cast and was declared
elected. This was a natural result.
Mr, Stetson, as one out ot sywmpathy
with the University and its adunn-
istration, was in a position as chair-
man of the board to greatly hampei
the administration, but, as a were
trustee, he would be unable to do so.
It was, therefore, felt to be wiser to
elect a man who was in harmony with
the University., To wise men there
is no need of a defense of such a pol-
ic

What, therefore is the position ol
Mr, Stetson? It issiwmply that Pres
dent Forbes must go because he de-
sires him so to do. There is app wrent
no other motive except President
Forbes has offended him, the cultuina-
tion of that oif¢nce beng that he de-
clined to give up the position of presi.
dent of the University when Mr. Stet-
son told him to do so.

Out 0f the twenty-four members of
the Board of 'I'rustees, six take this
position with Mr. Stetson. These
are: Rev. tavid Moore, of Geneva,
New York, for many years the inti-
mate personal friend of Mr. Stetson,
to whom he is under great personal
obligations; Mr. H. A, DeLund, ol
Fairport, New York. BEarly in the
history of the University, after the
Baptists of the state hadgiven a note
for $10,000 in compliance with Mr, D.-
Land’s offer to give 810,000-for endow
went, if they would give the sawe,
Mr. DeLand, at a meeting of the
board, refused to formally recognize
his obligation to give his $10,000 or to
allow any money he gave to be count-
¢ed as interest on* such obligation.
This, notwithstanding the fact the
board had a good note from the Bap-
tist State Board of Missionsfor $10,-
000 with interest at cight per cent
Dr, Forbes insisted at a meeting of
the board that Mr. DeLand should
specifically recognize this obligation,

Iland said that if it were not done, he

would write Dr. Chaudoin and notify
him that the trustees had no $10,000,
as it was understood by everybody
was the case. Mr. DeLand left the
meeting in anger but signed a note
for $10,000 afterward. For this he
has never forgiven Dr. Forbes. Rev.
F. J. Longdon, the pastor of Judge
Stewart, who bas been so active in
his persecutions of President Forbes,
the said Judge Stewart being the
most prominent member of the Chris.
tian (or Disciples) cburch; Mr. H. B.
Stevens, an employe of Mr., Stetson;
Mr. Arthur Hamlin, the regularly em-
ployed lawyer of Mr. Stetson, \We do
not make the charge that these men
are influenced in their position on
this matter by these relationships;
but itis a striking coincidence that
the men who antagonize President
Forbes happen to sustain such rela-
tionships. .
Mr. T, C. Search, another member
of the board, whose proxy Mr. Stet-
son voted, wrote President Forbes a
letter saying that he had written Mr.
Stetson to hand in his resignation as
a member of the board, in view of the
fact that he was so far ay “nd 80
busy that he felt himsel!ICATIGS
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